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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Arguments 

1 . Applicant's arguments filed 1 1 July 2008 have been fially considered but they are not persuasive. 
Applicant argues that no data, printed or output, relates to the location, as in amended 

independent claims 1, 8, 10, 12, 17 and 18. 

Examiner replies that independent claims 1, 8, 10, 12, 17 and 18 have not been amended and 
recite no such feature. 

Applicant argues that Shiota (US-6,625,334 Bl) does not disclose printing location data, nor is 
the file name the same as the location data. 

Examiner replies that the file name is the same as location data since the file name is used in 
storing the image data. By referencing the file name, one may obtain the image data from the location in 
which it is stored. While this may or may not be precisely what Applicant has disclosed in the 
specification. Applicant is respectfully reminded that, although the claims are interpreted in light of the 
specification, limitations from the specification are not read into the claims. See In re Van Geuns, 988 
F.2d 1181, 26USPQ2d 1057 (Fed. Cir. 1993). 

Conclusion: Examiner's prior rejections in the office action of 17 March 2008 were proper. The 
amendments to claims 4, 7 and 14, along with newly added claims 22-25, have been fially considered and 
are fully addressed by the prior art rejections set forth below. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

2. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all obviousness 

rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as 
set forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be 
patented and the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at 
the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject 
matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was 
made. 
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3. Claims 1-2, 8, 10, 12 and 17 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Dellert (US-6,154,755) in view of Shiota (US-6,625,334 Bl) and Wang (US-6,069,715). 

Regarding claims 1, 12 and 17: Dellert discloses an image processing device (figure 1 of 
Dellert) comprising: 

• an image reader (figure 1(10) of Dellert) for reading developed photographic film data (column 2, 
lines 30-33 of Dellert) and generating an image data thereof (column 2, lines 47-51 of Dellert), 
wherein a file of the image data is given a file name and is registered with a location (array 
location for each image, which also corresponds to storage location of floppy disc) in a recording 
media (column 2, lines 38-47 and lines 54-58 of Dellert). 

• a detector (figure l(14(portion)) of Dellert) for detecting a reading condition in reading the 
developed photographic film image (column 3, lines 12-22 and column 4, lines 25-34 of Dellert), 
wherein the reading condition includes a location data identifying the location of the file in the 
recording media (column 3, lines 12-22 of Dellert). The list of file names of the collection of 
scanned images is detected (column 4, lines 25-27 of Dellert), the file names given and stored 
based on the image array order (column 3, lines 12-22 of Dellert). Further, a list of the scanned 
images that have been rotated, along with the corresponding rotation values, are detected in the 
file "ROTATION.DAT" if said file is detected (column 4, lines 27-34 of Dellert). 

• an extractor (figure l(14(portion)) of Dellert) for extracting a specific image data from the image 
data (column 4, lines 46-50 of Dellert). In order to perform operations, such as the rotation of 
one or more images, said images have to be selected from out of the set of images (column 4, 
lines 46-50 of Dellert). Said selected image(s) are therefore extracted from said set of images in 
order for the rotation and other processing to occur. 

• a generator (figure l(14(portion)) of Dellert) for generating an index data including the specific 
image data (column 5, lines 8-13 of Dellert) and a reading condition data (column 5, lines 23-37; 
and column 6, lines 30-37 of Dellert), wherein the reading condition data includes the location 
data (column 5, lines 31-37 of Dellert). The reading condition data generated by the apparatus of 
Dellert are the image objects listed in the image object list (column 5, lines 28-32 of Dellert), 
location data (such as the file names, which are used in saving the thumbnail and high resolution 
images in the \THUMB and \IMAGES directories, respectfially) (column 5, lines 31-37 of 
Dellert), the image titles (column 6, line 32 of Dellert), and the image timestamp (column 6, lines 
32-33 of Dellert). 
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A computer (figure 1(14) of Dellert) performs the overall image processing after the image data 
has been scanned in (column 2, lines 36-42 of Dellert). The detector, extractor, and generator 
correspond to the elements of the computer, along with the corresponding embodied software, 
that perform the operations of said detector, said extractor, and said generator. 
• a printer (figure 1(16) and column 2, lines 41-44 of Dellert) that prints an image in accordance 
with the index data (figure 2; and column 6, lines 22-24 and lines 30-33 of Dellert). 
Dellert does not disclose expressly that said image reader reads in a document image; and that the 

index data includes the location data. 

Shiota discloses printing index data on an index printer, wherein the index data includes the 

location data (column 6, lines 28-35 of Shiota -file name of the image is the location of the image data). 
Dellert and Shiota are combinable because they are from the same field of endeavor, namely 

digital image data printing and processing. At the time of the invention, it would have been obvious to a 

person of ordinary skill in the art to include location data in the printed index data, as taught by Shiota. 

The motivation for doing so would have been to facilitate the order of reprints and make the reprinting 

process more efficient (column 6, lines 35-44 of Shiota). Therefore, it would have been obvious to 

combine Shiota with Dellert. 

Dellert in view of Shiota does not disclose expressly that said image reader reads in a document 

image. 

Wang discloses an image reader (figure 4 of Wang) for reading a document image (column 4, 
lines 1-4 of Wang). 

Dellert in view of Shiota is combinable with Wang because they are from the same field of 
endeavor, namely digital image data scanning and processing. At the time of the invention, it would have 
been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art to scan in document image data, as taught by Wang, 
instead of developed photographic data, as taught by Dellert. The suggestion for doing so would have 
been that document sheets are another form of image data which can be scanned (column 2, lines 33-35 of 
Wang). Therefore, it would have been obvious to combine Wang with Dellert in view of Shiota to obtain 
the invention as specified in claims 1,12 and 17. 

Further regarding claims 12 and 17: The apparatus of claim 1 performs the steps of the program 
of claim 12 and the method of claim 17. 

Regarding claim 2: Dellert discloses that said specific image data is image data of a specified 
page of the document (column 4, lines 46-50 of Dellert). The image or images selected are part of a set of 
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images that are scanned in (column 2, lines 36-39 of Dellert), and thus one or more from the plurality of 
pages of the document taught by Wang (column 3, lines 60-65 of Wang). 

Regarding claim 8: Dellert discloses an image handling system (figure 1 of Dellert) comprising 
an image input device (figure 1(10,14) of Dellert) and a printing device (figure 1(16) and column 2, lines 
41-44 of Dellert). Since the computer (figure 1(14) of Dellert) and scanner (figure 1(10) of Dellert) are 
electrically connected, as can clearly be seen in figure 1 of Dellert, and said computer performs the 
overall image processing operations (column 2, lines 36-42 of Dellert), said scanner and said computer 
can be considered a single device. 

Said image input device comprises: 

• an image reader (figure 1(10) of Dellert) for reading developed photographic film data (column 2, 
lines 30-33 of Dellert) and generating an image data thereof (column 2, lines 47-51 of Dellert), 
wherein a file of the image data is given a file name and is registered with a location (array 
location for each image, which also corresponds to storage location of fioppy disc) in a recording 
media (column 2, lines 38-47 and lines 54-58 of Dellert). 

• a detector (figure l(14(portion)) of Dellert) for detecting a reading condition in reading the 
developed photographic film image (column 3, lines 12-22 and column 4, lines 25-34 of Dellert), 
wherein the reading condition includes location data identifying the location of the file in the 
recording media (column 3, lines 12-22 of Dellert). The list of file names of the collection of 
scanned images is detected (column 4, lines 25-27 of Dellert), the file names given and stored 
based on the image array order (column 3, lines 12-22 of Dellert). Further, a list of the scanned 
images that have been rotated, along with the corresponding rotation values, are detected in the 
file "ROTATION.DAT" if said file is detected (column 4, lines 27-34 of Dellert). 

• an extractor (figure l(14(portion)) of Dellert) for extracting a specific image data from the image 
data (column 4, lines 46-50 of Dellert). In order to perform operations, such as the rotation of 
one or more images, said images have to be selected from out of the set of images (column 4, 
lines 46-50 of Dellert). Said selected image(s) are therefore extracted from said set of images in 
order for the rotation and other processing to occur. 

• a generator (figure l(14(portion)) of Dellert) for generating an index data including the specific 
image data (column 5, lines 8-13 of Dellert) and a reading condition data (column 5, lines 23-25 
and lines 28-32; and column 6, lines 30-33 of Dellert), wherein the reading condition data 
includes the location data (column 5, lines 31-37 of Dellert). The reading condition data 
generated by the apparatus of Dellert are the image objects listed in the image object list (column 



Application/Control Number: 09/895,402 Page 6 

Art Unit: 2625 

5, lines 28-32 of Dellert), data related to the destination (such as the file names, which are used in 
saving the thumbnail and high resolution images in the \THUMB and \IMAGES directories, 
respectfially) (column 5, lines 31-37 of Dellert), the image titles (column 6, line 32 of Dellert), 
and the image timestamp (column 6, lines 32-33 of Dellert). 

• a transmitting device (figure l(14(portion)) of Dellert) for transmitting the index data to said 
printing device (column 6, lines 26-36 of Dellert). 

A computer (figure 1(14) of Dellert) performs the overall image processing after the image data 
has been scanned in (column 2, lines 36-42 of Dellert). The detector, extract-or, generator and 
transmitting device correspond to the elements of the computer, along with the corresponding 
embodied software, that perform the operations of said detector, said extractor, said generator, 
and said transmitting device. 
Said printing device comprises: 

• a printer (figure 1(16) of Dellert) that prints an image in accordance with the received index data 
(figure 2 and column 6, lines 22-24 and lines 30-33 of Dellert). 

• a receiving device for receiving the index data is inherent in said printing device since, if said 
index data is not received, it is not possible for said printing device to print said index data. 
Dellert does not disclose expressly that said image reader reads in a document image; and that the 

index data includes the location data. 

Shiota discloses printing index data on an index printer, wherein the index data includes the 
location data (column 6, lines 28-35 of Shiota - file name of the image is the location of the image data). 

Dellert and Shiota are combinable because they are from the same field of endeavor, namely 
digital image data printing and processing. At the time of the invention, it would have been obvious to a 
person of ordinary skill in the art to include location data in the printed index data, as taught by Shiota. 
The motivation for doing so would have been to facilitate the order of reprints and make the reprinting 
process more efficient (column 6, lines 35-44 of Shiota). Therefore, it would have been obvious to 
combine Shiota with Dellert. 

Dellert in view of Shiota does not disclose expressly that said image reader reads in a document 

image. 

Wang discloses an image reader (figure 4 of Wang) for reading a document image (column 4, 
lines 1-4 of Wang). 

Dellert in view of Shiota is combinable with Wang because they are from the same field of 
endeavor, namely digital image data scanning and processing. At the time of the invention, it would have 
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been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art to scan in document image data, as taught by Wang, 
instead of developed photographic data, as taught by Dellert. The suggestion for doing so would have 
been that document sheets are another form of image data which can be scanned (column 2, lines 33-35 of 
Wang). Therefore, it would have been obvious to combine Wang with Dellert in view of Shiota to obtain 
the invention as specified in claim 8. 

Regarding claim 10: Dellert discloses an image data handling system (figure 1 of Dellert) 
comprising an image input device (figure l(10,14(portions),16) of Dellert) and a data processing device 
(figure l(14(portions)) of Dellert). The computer (figure 1(14) of Dellert), scanner (figure 1(10) of 
Dellert), and printer (figure 1(16) and column 2, lines 41-44 of Dellert) are electrically connected, as can 
clearly be seen in figure 1 of Dellert, and interact with one another as a single overall system, as clearly 
demonstrated by the interconnected functions described in column 2, lines 30-43 of Dellert. Said 
computer performs the overall image processing operations (column 2, lines 36-42 of Dellert). The image 
input device can therefore be considered as said scanner, said printer, and the portions of said computer, 
along with the corresponding embodied software, that receive, detect, and transmit the image data. The 
data processing device can be considered as the portions of said computer, along with the corresponding 
embodied software, that perform the various data processing operations. 

Said image input device comprises: 

• an image reader (figure 1(10) of Dellert) for reading developed photographic film data (column 2, 
lines 30-33 of Dellert) and generating an image data thereof (column 2, lines 47-51 of Dellert), 
wherein a file of the image data is given a file name and is registered with a location (array 
location for each image, which also corresponds to storage location of floppy disc) in a recording 
media (column 2, lines 38-47 and lines 54-58 of Dellert). 

• a detector (figure l(14(portion)) of Dellert) for detecting a reading condition in reading the 
developed photographic film image (column 3, lines 12-22 and column 4, lines 25-34 of Dellert), 
wherein the reading condition includes a location data identifying the location of the file in the 
recording media (column 3, lines 12-22 of Dellert). The list of file names of the collection of 
scanned images is detected (column 4, lines 25-27 of Dellert), the file names given and stored 
based on the image array order (column 3, lines 12-22 of Dellert). Further, a list of the scanned 
images that have been rotated, along with the corresponding rotation values, are detected in the 
file "ROTATION.DAT" if said file is detected (column 4, lines 27-34 of Dellert). 

• a transmitting device (figure l(14(portion)) of Dellert) for transmitting the read image data and a 
reading condition to said printing device (column 6, lines 26-36 of Dellert), wherein the reading 
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condition data includes the data related to the location (column 5, lines 31-37 of Dellert). The 
reading condition data generated by the apparatus of Dellert are the image objects hsted in the 
image object list (column 5, lines 28-32 of Dellert), data related to the location (such as the file 
names, which are used in saving the thumbnail and high resolution images in the \THUMB and 
\IMAGES directories, respectfully) (column 5, lines 31-37 of Dellert), the image titles (column 6, 
line 32 of Dellert), and the image timestamp (column 6, lines 32-33 of Dellert). 
A computer (figure 1(14) of Dellert) performs the overall image processing operations (column 2, 
lines 36-42 of Dellert). The detector and transmitting device correspond to the elements of the 
computer, along with the corresponding embodied software, that perform the operations of said 
detector and said transmitting device. 

• a printer (figure 1(16) of Dellert) that prints an image in accordance with the read image data and 
the reading condition data (figure 2 and column 6, lines 22-37 of Dellert). 

Said data processing device comprises: 

• a receiving device (figure l(14(portion)) of Dellert) for receiving the image data and the reading 
condition data (column 2, lines 36-44 and lines 53-58 of Dellert). 

• an extractor (figure l(14(portion)) of Dellert) for extracting a specific image data from the image 
data (column 4, lines 46-50 of Dellert). In order to perform operations, such as the rotation of 
one or more images, said images have to be selected from out of the set of images (column 4, 
lines 46-50 of Dellert). Said selected image(s) are therefore extracted from said set of images in 
order for the rotation and other processing to occur. 

• a generator (figure l(14(portion)) of Dellert) for generating an index data including the specific 
image data (column 5, lines 8-13 of Dellert) and the reading condition data (column 5, lines 23-25 
and lines 28-32; and column 6, lines 30-33 of Dellert). 

• a transmitting device (figure l(14(portion)) of Dellert) for transmitting the index data to said 
printing device (column 6, lines 26-36 of Dellert). 

Dellert does not disclose expressly that said image reader reads in a document image; and that the 
index data includes the data related to the location. 

Shiota discloses printing index data on an index printer, wherein the index data includes the data 
related to the location (column 6, lines 28-35 of Shiota - file name of the image is the location of the 
image data). 

Dellert and Shiota are combinable because they are from the same field of endeavor, namely 
digital image data printing and processing. At the time of the invention, it would have been obvious to a 
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person of ordinary skill in the art to include data related to the image data location in the printed index 
data, as taught by Shiota. The motivation for doing so would have been to facilitate the order of reprints 
and make the reprinting process more efficient (column 6, lines 35-44 of Shiota). Therefore, it would 
have been obvious to combine Shiota with Dellert. 

Dellert in view of Shiota does not disclose expressly that said image reader reads in a document 

image. 

Wang discloses an image reader (figure 4 of Wang) for reading a document image (column 4, 
lines 1-4 of Wang). 

Dellert and Wang are combinable because they are from the same field of endeavor, namely 
digital image data scanning and processing. At the time of the invention, it would have been obvious to a 
person of ordinary skill in the art to scan in document image data, as taught by Wang, instead of 
developed photographic data, as taught by Dellert. The suggestion for doing so would have been that 
document sheets are another form of image data which can be scanned (column 2, lines 33-35 of Wang). 
Therefore, it would have been obvious to combine Wang with Dellert to obtain the invention as specified 
in claim 10. 

4. Claims 3, 6, 9, 11, 13 and 15 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Dellert (US-6,154,755) in view of Shiota (US-6,625,334 Bl), Wang (US-6,069,715), and Takayanagi 
(US-5,680,226). 

Regarding claims 3 and 13: Dellert in view of Shiota and Wang does not disclose expressly that 
said reading condition data includes at least one of the items of document size, number of pages, reading 
mode, resolution, and image quality data. 

Takayanagi discloses that said reading condition data (column 6, lines 21-22 of Takayanagi) 
includes at least one of the items of document size (column 6, lines 26-30 of Takayanagi), number of 
pages (column 6, lines 30-31 of Takayanagi), reading mode (column 6, lines 24-25 of Takayanagi), 
resolution (column 6, lines 22-23 of Takayanagi), and image quality data (column 6, lines 23-24 and line 
31 of Takayanagi). 

Dellert in view of Shiota and Wang is combinable with Takayanagi because they are from the 
same field of endeavor, namely digital image data scanning and processing. At the time of the invention, 
it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art to include the items of reading 
condition data taught by Takayanagi. The motivation for doing so would have been so that the document 
data can be properly printed using said reading condition data (column 6, lines 32-34 of Takayanagi). 
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Therefore, it would have been obvious to combine Takayanagi with Dellert in view of Shiota and Wang 
to obtain the invention as specified in claims 3 and 13. 

Regarding claims 6, 9, 11 and 15: Dellert in view of Shiota and Wang does not disclose 
expressly a storage device for storing the read image data. 

Takayanagi discloses a storage device (figure 2(80) of Takayanagi) for storing the read image 
data (column 4, lines 29-32 of Takayanagi). 

Dellert in view of Shiota and Wang is combinable with Takayanagi because they are from the 
same field of endeavor, namely digital image data scanning and processing. At the time of the invention, 
it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art to store the image data that has been 
scanned in on a storage medium, as taught by Takayanagi. The motivation for doing so would have been 
to be able to print multiple copies of a document from a single scanning (column 4, lines 30-32 of 
Takayanagi). Therefore, it would have been obvious to combine Takayanagi with Dellert in view of 
Shiota and Wang to obtain the invention as specified in claims 6, 9, 1 1 and 15. 

5. Claims 4 and 14 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Dellert 
(US-6,154,755) in view of Shiota (US-6,625,334 Bl), Wang (US-6,069,715), Takayanagi (US- 
5,680,226), and Johnson (US-6,351,547 Bl). 

Regarding claims 4 and 14: Dellert in view of Shiota, Wang and Takayanagi does not disclose 
expressly that the location data is defined by a name of an apparatus containing the recording media 
where the image data is registered. 

Johnson discloses a database for image processing and printing that includes location data defined 
by a name of an apparatus containing the recording media where the image data is registered (column 13, 
lines 45-58 of Johnson - ID to destination remote device, which includes storage devices storing the 
image data). 

Dellert in view of Shiota, Wang and Takayanagi is combinable with Johnson because they are 
from the same field of endeavor, namely digital image data scanning and processing. At the time of the 
invention, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art to use an ID that names the 
apparatus (storage device) containing the recording media (disk drive) where the image is registered, as 
taught by Johnson. The motivation for doing so would have been to efficiently allocate memory and 
process the image data. Therefore, it would have been obvious to combine Johnson with Dellert in view 
of Shiota, Wang and Takayanagi to obtain the invention as specified in claims 4 and 14. 
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6. Claim 5 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Dellert (US- 
6,154,755) in view of Shiota (US-6,625,334 Bl), Wang (US-6,069,715), and Parry (US-6,148,331). 

Regarding claim 5: Dellert in view of Wang, Shiota and Takayanagi does not disclose expressly 
that said location data is defined by URL. 

Parry discloses location data that is defined by URL (column 6, lines 45-49 of Parry). 

Dellert in view of Shiota, Wang and Takayanagi is combinable with Parry because they are from 
the same field of endeavor, namely digital image data scanning and processing. At the time of the 
invention, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art to use a URL as the location 
data, as taught by Parry. The motivation for doing so would have been to provide rapid access to a 
website containing the image information (column 3, lines 45-50 of Parry). Therefore, it would have 
been obvious to combine Parry with Dellert in view of Shiota, Wang and Takayanagi to obtain the 
invention as specified in claim 5. 

7. Claims 7 and 16 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Dellert 
(US-6,154,755) in view of Shiota (US-6,625,334 Bl), Wang (US-6,069,715), and Saukkonen (US- 
6,011,590). 

Regarding claims 7 and 16: Dellert discloses that the computer (figure 1(14) of Dellert) 
receives the read image data (column 2, lines 36-39 of Dellert). Therefore, it is inherent that some form 
of transmitting device is included as part of the image processing device (figure 1 of Dellert) since, 
without some form of transmitting device, it is impossible for said computer to receive the read image 
data that is to be processed. 

Dellert in view of Shiota and Wang does not disclose expressly that said computer includes the 
recording media (storage device) connected thereto via a network. 

Saukkonen discloses a recording media (storage device) (figure 1(20) of Saukkonen) connected 
thereto via a network (column 4, lines 2-6 of Saukkonen). 

Dellert in view of Shiota and Wang is combinable with Saukkonen because they are from the 
same field of endeavor, namely digital image data scanning and processing. At the time of the invention, 
it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art to transmit the read image data to said 
computer, as taught by Dellert, said computer containing the storage device connected thereto via a 
network, as taught by Saukkonen. The motivation for doing so would have been that a plurality of 
receivers can access the data (column 4, lines 2-4 of Saukkonen). Therefore, it would have been obvious 
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to combine Saukkonen with Dellert in view of Shiota and Wang to obtain the invention as specified in 
claims 7 and 16. 

8. Claims 18-21 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Dellert (US- 
6,154,755) in view of Shiota (US-6,625,334 Bl) and Takayanagi (US-5,680,226). 

Regarding claim 18: Dellert discloses an image data handling device (figure 1 of Dellert) 
comprising: 

• an input device (figure 1(10) of Dellert) for inputting an image data (column 2, lines 30-33 of 
Dellert), wherein a file of the image data is given a file name and is registered with a location 
(array location for each image, which also corresponds to storage location of floppy disc) in a 
recording media (column 2, lines 38-47 and lines 54-58 of Dellert). 

• a generating device (figure 1(14) of Dellert) for generating an index data (column 5, lines 8-13 of 
Dellert) by acquiring a generating condition (column 3, lines 12-22 and column 4, lines 25-34 of 
Dellert) when the image data is generated (column 5, lines 23-25 and lines 28-32; and column 6, 
lines 30-33 of Dellert), wherein the generating condition includes data related to the location 
(column 3, lines 12-22 of Dellert), generating reduced image data of the image data (column 2, 
lines 38-42 of Dellert), and combining the generating condition and the reduced image data 
(column 5, lines 23-25 and lines 28-32; and column 6, lines 30-33 of Dellert). The generating 
condition data generated by the apparatus of Dellert are the file names given and stored based on 
the image array order (column 3, lines 12-22 of Dellert), the list of the scanned images that have 
been rotated, along with the corresponding rotation values, which are detected in the file 
"R0TAT10N.DAT" if said file is detected (column 4, lines 27-34 of Dellert), the image objects 
listed in the image object list (column 5, lines 28-32 of Dellert), the image titles (column 6, line 
32 of Dellert), and the image timestamp (column 6, lines 32-33 of Dellert). 

• an output device (figure 1(16) of Dellert) for outputting the generated index data (figure 2; and 
column 6, lines 22-24 and lines 30-33 of Dellert). 

Dellert does not disclose expressly a storage device for storing the inputted image data; and that 
the index data includes the data related to the location. 

Shiota discloses printing index data on an index printer, wherein the index data includes the data 
related to the location (column 6, lines 28-35 of Shiota -file name of the image is the location of the 
image data). 
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Dellert and Shiota are combinable because they are from the same field of endeavor, namely 
digital image data printing and processing. At the time of the invention, it would have been obvious to a 
person of ordinary skill in the art to include data related to the image data destination in the printed index 
data, as taught by Shiota. The motivation for doing so would have been to facilitate the order of reprints 
and make the reprinting process more efficient (column 6, lines 35-44 of Shiota). Therefore, it would 
have been obvious to combine Shiota with Dellert. 

Dellert in view of Shiota does not disclose expressly a storage device for storing the inputted 
image data. 

Takayanagi discloses a storage device (figure 2(80) of Takayanagi) for storing inputted image 
data (column 4, lines 29-32 of Takayanagi). 

Dellert in view of Shiota is combinable with Takayanagi because they are from the same field of 
endeavor, namely digital image data processing. At the time of the invention, it would have been obvious 
to a person of ordinary skill in the art to store the image data that has been scanned in on a storage 
medium, as taught by Takayanagi. The motivation for doing so would have been to be able to print 
multiple copies of a document from a single scanning (column 4, lines 30-32 of Takayanagi). Therefore, 
it would have been obvious to combine Takayanagi with Dellert in view of Shiota to obtain the invention 
as specified in claim 18. 

Regarding claim 19: Dellert in view of Shiota does not disclose expressly that said reading 
condition data includes at least one of the items of document size, number of pages, reading mode, 
resolution, and image quality data. 

Takayanagi discloses that said reading condition data (column 6, lines 21-22 of Takayanagi) 
includes at least one of the items of document size (column 6, lines 26-30 of Takayanagi), number of 
pages (column 6, lines 30-31 of Takayanagi), reading mode (column 6, lines 24-25 of Takayanagi), 
resolution (column 6, lines 22-23 of Takayanagi), and image quality data (column 6, lines 23-24 and line 
31 of Takayanagi). 

Dellert in view of Shiota is combinable with Takayanagi because they are from the same field of 
endeavor, namely digital image data scanning and processing. At the time of the invention, it would have 
been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art to include the items of reading condition data taught 
by Takayanagi. The motivation for doing so would have been so that the document data can be properly 
printed using said reading condition data (column 6, lines 32-34 of Takayanagi). Therefore, it would 
have been obvious to combine Takayanagi with Dellert in view of Shiota to obtain the invention as 
specified in claim 19. 
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Regarding claim 20: Dellert discloses that said input device is a scanner (column 2, lines 30-33 
ofDellert). 

Regarding claim 21: Dellert discloses that said output device is a printer (column 2, lines 41-44 
ofDellert). 

9. Claims 22-24 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Dellert (US- 
6,154,755) in view of Shiota (US-6,625,334 Bl), Wang (US-6,069,715) and Johnson (US-6,351,547 
Bl). 

Regarding claims 22-24: Dellert in view of Shiota and Wang does not disclose expressly that 
the location data is defined by a name of an apparatus containing the recording media where the image 
data is registered. 

Johnson discloses a database for image processing and printing that includes location data defined 
by a name of an apparatus containing the recording media where the image data is registered (column 13, 
lines 45-58 of Johnson - ID to destination remote device, which includes storage devices storing the 
image data). 

Dellert in view of Shiota and Wang is combinable with Johnson because they are from the same 
field of endeavor, namely digital image data scanning and processing. At the time of the invention, it 
would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art to use an ID that names the apparatus 
(storage device) containing the recording media (disk drive) where the image is registered, as taught by 
Johnson. The motivation for doing so would have been to efficiently allocate memory and process the 
image data. Therefore, it would have been obvious to combine Johnson with Dellert in view of Shiota 
and Wang to obtain the invention as specified in claims 22-24. 

10. Claim 25 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Dellert (US- 
6,154,755) in view of Shiota (US-6,625,334 Bl), Takayanagi (US-5,680,226) and Johnson (US- 
6,351,547 Bl). 

Regarding claim 25: Dellert in view of Shiota and Takayanagi does not disclose expressly that 
the location data is defined by a name of an apparatus containing the recording media where the image 
data is registered. 

Johnson discloses a database for image processing and printing that includes location data defined 
by a name of an apparatus containing the recording media where the image data is registered (column 13, 
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lines 45-58 of Johnson - ID to destination remote device, which includes storage devices storing the 
image data). 

Dellert in view of Shiota and Takayanagi is combinable with Johnson because they are from the 
same field of endeavor, namely digital image data scanning and processing. At the time of the invention, 
it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art to use an ID that names the apparatus 
(storage device) containing the recording media (disk drive) where the image is registered, as taught by 
Johnson. The motivation for doing so would have been to efficiently allocate memory and process the 
image data. Therefore, it would have been obvious to combine Johnson with Dellert in view of Shiota 
and Takayanagi to obtain the invention as specified in claim 25. 

Conclusion 

1 1 . Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in this Office 
action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP § 706.07(a). Applicant is 
reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1. 136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE MONTHS from 
the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO MONTHS of the mailing 
date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH 
shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action 
is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX 
MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earher communications from the examiner should 
be directed to James A. Thompson whose telephone number is (571)272-7441. The examiner can 
normally be reached on 8:30AM-5:00PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessfial, the examiner's supervisor, 
Edward L. Coles can be reached on 571-272-7402. The fax phone number for the organization where this 
application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent Apphcation 
Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for pubhshed apphcations may be obtained 
from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished applications is available 
through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair- 
direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a USPTO Customer 
Service Representative or access to the automated information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR 
CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/James A Thompson/ 
Examiner, Art Unit 2625 
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